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empirical and limited ego, but one which expands itself over our neighbour, over our fellow-creatures, and lastly over all being. And corresponding to this it is no longer individual suffering, but the suffering of others, appropriated by compassion, which he who denies himself makes his own. For it is not as a vicarious and atoning sacrifice, as Jewish realism believed, but because he knows himself one with all that exists, that the Holy One (and all who 'resemble Him) bears the sorrows (Isa. liii. 4), that He bears the sins of the world (St. John i. 29).
As far as the heavens are from the earth, so far are these deeds of denial from those of affirmation, and this difference proclaims itself at once in the inner heart. So soon, however, as we dissect an act of self-renunciation under the lamp of the intellect, it seems in it also to be egoism which, fleeing from suffering, performs the moral act with necessity.
This conception of holiness as an egoism which recognises itself in others, is, as we showed, an inadequate one. Yet it is the deepest comprehension of these supernatural deeds, attainable by the plummet of our Intellect. We owe it to the profound thought of Indian sages, whose works are full of it, and from whom Schopenhauer has adopted it. Briefly and simply it runs in the words of Manu (12, 91):